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In response to the question as to why we accept a resignation 
rather than a dismissal, it igs based largely on the fact that 

a sure case is hard to prove in court. Generally the charge is 
disorderly conduct or loitering as catching someone in the act is 


quite difficult. 


When such a case arises, it is easier for us to break the person 
dowm and force his resignation, but by doing so we oe en 
over him bey Het fale, a LONE if oe aol eee 


then is subject to pressure or blackmail from the outside, he can 


come to us and we can take “the pressure off of him. 


CRC, 3/25/2003 
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‘warns such h eaployees that auch conduct involves 
Se cies or crertive pautttens 


tn view of this, the comsittes concluded thet NeCarthy's failure 
expressly to exclude classified docmments fron hie invitation vas 
conduct which could nat be condoned and was improper. In spite of 
this conclusion, the comittes “preferring to give Senator MeCerthy 
the benefit of whatever doubts ont uncertainties may have confused 
the iosue in the past, and in recognition of the Senster's responsi- 
bilities as Chairman of the Coumittee on Government Operetions and 
ite Permanent Subcommittes on Investigations” did not feel justified 

he comittes then aade a recommendation of particular interest 


Iu ite @iseuscion of the legel points involved, the cousittee 


ete several other etetements of interest to the Central Intelligence 


Government enployees not only were permitted, but hel « duty, to 

“eould not be insulated from exposure by a rubber stamp.” In support 

of his contention be cited 5 Us8.C. & 652(a) which reeds as follows: 
«2 
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mone than offirn thet Federal employees do not lose or forfeit any 
of their vighte marely by reason of their Federal exploynent. 
Meterthy eleo oltet 18 U.c.C. $4 as follows: 


"Whoever, having keowledge of the antusl commission 
of a felomy, -cgaisdble by 2 court of the United 


The comnitten conaiuted that thet section epplied “aly to 
of w felony, as distinguished from information dbteined by reviewing 
files." | | | 
wight of Congress to tuvectigate the executive branch and to be 
informed of ite operctions, After eughesizing that the exeoutive 
the neweusity for « clacsification systen to protect information 
involving netioml security, the committee concluded that Congrecs 
hed the right to classified informtion provided onierly end 
mente or to the Presidential office itself. ‘The committee ssid, 

~3~ 
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+ WO, 40 ehergeé with 
#0 of the Heation. 


ae Bea's he Seer wees 


he eomaitver touched Lightly on the allegation thet Mevarthy"s 
ACh, 18 Usted. & 7934) and (e). he comaittes said that # 793 214 
Permanent Sibocmittee on Investigutions, eould not be said to be 
“. person not entitled to receive” information relating to the 
natdonel defence within the meaning of the Espionage Act. 
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“wmlevfully cotained” point, but @i4 find thet MeCarthy offered to 
make the contests of the classified docusent piblic in the course of - 
Committee decided that he committed a “grave error” anf “manifested 
« high degrees of irresponethility.” ‘he committer said that be 
should heve applied in advence to the Attorney General for express 
permission to uee the document under adequate safegvertic, or he 
should have requested the comslttes to receive the docusent in 
executive rather then open seston. Although there in on implice- 


ce of waking suth « request to the 


Tn apite of thaty views as to the seriousness of MoCarthy's 
actions in offering to make public classified isforestion, the 
as they found mitigating cireimstances in the fact that MeCarthy 
was inter the strain of being investigated by the Mundt Comstt 
a 
to the Lavestignt 
‘cata ig: htaba bald “Ach Simoes ha eb a la 

ibility that MeCerthy vas in violation of the Sepionage Act, 
18488 not me 6 Atseetstatenct on the aubeot Hettearthy "6 

wn 
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comduet vas anid to be “all the wore serious when eoneidered in the 
Light of the Act of Jane 25, 1954" (the Espionage Act}, “a trens- 
gression of axthurity” ani “an sssunytion of authority which iteslf 
is @ueuptive of orterly governmental processes, violative of aceaptet 
comity between the tvo great branches of our Government, the executive 
ant legislative, ani incompatible with the basic tenets of effertive 

Zhe comittes reiterated ite position that Congress hes an 

plute right to classified documents if proper request fe made. 

uding thet the document in question wae a legelly 


authority to declassify. MeCarthy contented that by deleting 


OSC. JPR: J — 
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